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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 07/28/09 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues on page 6 second paragraph, "Fesler fails to teach 
processing means for enabling a disabled user setting for an auxiliary information 
display function of said apparatus responsive to said emergency alert signals. Thus 
Fesler fails to disclose processing means for enabling an auxiliary information display 
function of said apparatus having an emergency alert function, which had previously 
been disabled by a user through a setup process, responsive to said emergency alert 
signals." While applicant's point is understood, examiner respectfully disagrees. Burke 
teaches on (column 18 lines 2-7) the emergency monitor data packet that is used to 
enable the transmitter of a mobile unit in the priority alert mode is used to disable all 
other mobile transmitters in the system. This shows a processing means for enabling a 
disabled user setting based on a priority system. In addition, Ganzer teaches on 
(column 1 1 lines 3-11) the slave unit (85) may output control signals to control the 
functioning of accessory devices (96) in response to an emergency. Ganzer is a clearly 
teaching the use of enabling a disabled device. Lastly, Minaga teaches the process 
which had previously been disabled by a user through a setup process. Minagawa 
discloses on (column 3 lines 6-20) a user interface setup process where the status 
control means for controlling to enable/disable a direct change in state of a 
predetermined setup item on the user interface. As a result, the combination of the 
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elements taught by Fesler, Ganzer, Minagawa, Duroz and Burke clearly teach the 
argument made by the applicant. 

2. The applicant iterates the same argument described on the previous paragraph 
again on page 7 first paragraph, page 8 second paragraph, page 9 first paragraph, and 
page 10 third paragraph. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1,3-5, 7-8, 10-11, 13-15, 17-19, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 

1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Fesler et al (US 5,91 7,887) in view of Ganzer et a! 
(US Patent 5,121 ,430) in view of Minagawa (US 7,218,97662) in view of Duruoz et al 
(US 6,654,539 B1) in view of Burke et al (US 4,636,791). Hereinafter referred as Fesler, 
Ganzer, Minagawa, Duruoz and Burke. 

Regarding claims 1, 8, and 15, Fesler discloses an apparatus and method having 
an emergency alert function (column 3 lines 4-10), comprising: tuning means for tuning 
signals including emergency alert signals associated with said emergency alert function 
(column 2 lines 36-45). 
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However, Fesler fails to disclose the use of enabling a disabled apparatus. 
Ganzer discloses (column 11 lines 3-11) the slave unit (85) may output control signals 
to control the functioning of accessory devices (96) in response to an emergency. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to include the 
use of a control function to control devices triggered by an emergency unit. This is a 
useful combination because it allows devices to be turned on or off in case of an 
emergency. 

However, Fesler and Ganzer fail to teach the process which had previously 
been disabled by a user through a setup process. Minagawa discloses on (column 3 
lines 6-20) a user interface setup process where the status control means for 
controlling to enable/disable a direct change in state of a predetermined setup item on 
the user interface. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to include the 
use of disabling a user through a setup process. This is a useful combination because 
the system is capable of auto configure and disconnect unrelated devices in an 
emergency network. 

However, Fesler, Ganzer and Minagawa fail to teach the use of a default 
screen in the setup process. To this respect, Duruoz teaches (column 11 lines 34-40) 
discloses the default video display is set up and the default screen display is set up. 
Moreover, it is disclosed in (column 11 lines 58-61) the global processes include 
adjusting software time clocks as appropriate for audio/video synchronization. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to include the 
use of using a default screen in the setup process. This is a useful combination because 
if the system ever crashes, it will be able to have a default screen for emergency 
situations. 

However, Fesler Ganzer, Minagawa and Duruoz fail to teach processing 
means for enabling a disabled user setting for an auxiliary information display function 
of said apparatus having an emergency alert function. Burke teaches on (column 18 
lines 2-7) the emergency monitor data packet that is used to enable the transmitter of a 
mobile unit in the priority alert mode is used to disable all other mobile transmitters in 
the system. This shows a processing means for enabling a disabled user setting based 
on a priority system. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to include the 
use of a control function to control devices triggered by an emergency unit. This is a 
useful combination because it allows devices to be turned on or off in case of an 
emergency. 

Regarding claims 3, 13, and 17, Fesler discloses the apparatus and method of 
claims 1 , 11, 15, wherein said processing means further enables an alert output 
(column 3 lines 4-10) using said auxiliary information display function responsive to 
said emergency alert signals (column 3 lines 13-17). 

Regarding claims 4, 14, and 18, Ganzer discloses the apparatus and method of 
claims 3, 13, and 17, wherein said processing means further disables said user setting 
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for said auxiliary information display function after said alert output Is enabled (Column 
11 lines 3-11 ). 

Regarding claims 5, and 19, Fesler discloses the apparatus and method of 
claims 1 , and 1 5, wherein said processing means further enables display of a default 
screen responsive to said emergency alert signals (column 3 lines 36-50). 

Regarding claims 7, 10, and 21 , Fesler discloses the apparatus and method of 
claims 5, 8, and 19, wherein: said processing means further enables (column 3 lines 4- 
10) an alert output using said auxiliary Information display function responsive to said 
emergency alert signals (column 3 lines 13-17); and said alert output Includes a visual 
message overlaid upon said default screen (column 8 lines 3-8). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Burke discloses the method of claim 8, further comprised of 
enabling a disabled user setting for an auxiliary Information display function of said 
apparatus responsive to said emergency alert signals (column 18 lines 2-7). 

5. Claims 2, 12 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fesler et al (US 5,917,887) In view of Ganzer et al (US Patent 5,121 ,430) In view 
of Minagawa (US 7,21 8,976B2) in view of Duruoz et al (US 6,654,539 B1 ) in view of 
Burke et al (US 4,636,791) in view of Park (US 6,208,383 B1). Hereinafter referred as 
Fesler, Ganzer, Minagawa, Duruoz, Burke and Park. 

Regarding claims 2, 12, and 16, Fesler discloses the apparatus and method of 
claims 1,11, and 15, wherein said auxiliary Information display (LCD Display (45) in 
figure 2). 
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However, Fesler, Ganzer, Minagawa, Duruoz and Burke fail to disclose a 

closed caption display function. Park discloses on (figure 2) a caption processing 
section (230). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to include the 
use of a closed caption display. This is a useful combination because an emergency 
system can present information through visual representation on a screen. 

6. Claims 6, 9, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fesler et al (US 5,917,887) in view of Ganzer et al (US Patent 5,121,430) in view 
of Minagawa (US 7,218,97662) in view of Duruoz et al (US 6,654,539 B1 ) in view of 
Burke et al (US 4,636,791 ) in view of Kennedy (US 5,369,432). Hereinafter referred as 
Fesler, Ganzer, Minagawa, Duruoz, Burke and Kennedy. 

Regarding claims 6, 9, and 20, Duruoz discloses the apparatus and method of 
claims 5, 8, and 19, wherein said default screen (column 11 lines 34-40). 

However, Fesler, Ganzer, Minagawa, Duruoz and Burke fail to disclose the 
use of a blue screen. Kennedy discloses on (page column 7 lines 13-15) the use of a 
programmed blue screen on a computer. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to program the 
screen color to a desired match. This is a useful combination because it allows the user 
to get a visual aid and alert in case of an emergency. 
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Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tine extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to FRANKLIN S. ANDRAMUNO whose telephone number 
is (571 )270-3004. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs (7:30am - 
5:00pm) alternate Fri off (EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571 )272-7331 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher Kelley/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 



